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REMARKS /ARGUMENTS 

1. In the above referenced Office Action, the Examiner 
rejected claims 1, 2, 4 - 8, and 10 under 35 USC § 103 (a) 
as being unpatentable over Ruppert (U.S. Patent No. 
5,424,524). In addition, the Examiner objected to claims 3 
and 9 as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. These rejections and objections have 
been traversed and, as such, the applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration of the allowability of claims 1 - 

2, 4-8, and 10. 

2. The applicant has amended claim 1 to include the 
limitations of claim 3, which was objected to by the 
Examiner and has amended claim 7 to include the limitations 
of claim 9, which was objected to by the Examiner. Since 
claims 1 and 7 now include allowable subject matter as 
indicated by the Examiner, the applicant believes that all 
of the remaining claims are allowable. 
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3. For the foregoing reasons, the applicant believes that 
claims l -2, 4-8, and 10 are in condition for allowance 
and respectfully request that they be passed to allowance. 



4. The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by 
telephone or facsimile if the Examiner believes that such a 
communication would advance the prosecution of the present 
invention. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 




Timothy w. Markison 
Registration No. 33,534 
Phone: (512) 342-0612 
Fax No. (512) 342-1674 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
37 C.F.R 1.8 

I hereby certify t-.h*t tnis corjioftpondence is bciing deposited with the; 0,S, 
as First Class MBil in ?in envelope nc^ressed to: Commissioner or Fatfthf.* 
22313, on the datt? below; 




Po3tal Service with sufficient postage 
and Trademarks, Alexandria , Virginia 
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